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[Part III— Sec. 4] 


2.1 


^ ^'13 I »TRff fc^rf^T^ 4?f cf^lf^ 

T^3TR^^) ^ 4^ 2003 ^ #3Tt4t€t ^ ^jRT 4^^ 'tFT 1 

ff4^, 11 ^ 2003 4^ #3fFM ^ W I 


2.2. #3Mr^ 3fk M#?^-^3TRW #4 fPT^fTdT cfit ^ Umte f^TTO 3jk ^ ^ t- 


(i) . TT^ ^ ^ ^ ^FfT#tpT ^ ^ ^ ^ ^cRT^ TITd^^ 

^ 31^^ M ^ gmicT TIRT W ^ 3miN T? W ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^0 25 /- (WI tSS^ cto) ^ 4?t ^ ^3fFM ^ W?Jc^ 31|cbf^ei 45^ I 

^ ^ 9.0 ^ 3d^4) gife 4^ ■>?0 25/- 4^ 

^ 3IEjt^5^ ^fRTt^ T? 4>^IT I 

(ii) . ^ (TTH^fTRf) 3fr? WT #RT3fr ^ ^ ^ITcFT ^ ^ 

HMlll^chl'i WR ^ iT0R^/?Tf^-^fcraT yif^cR^ gRT SI^HlRd ^ 

arjHR i?f^ ^ ^0 7 irf^ ^ arte ^ ^ I 

(iii) . \RF5t^ ^ ^ ^ Wra^T #3fFM gT?T 'cRft cR ^ ^IRH 

3fr^ w? ^ 11 

(iv) . T7 ^ 4TfR^ gc5Pt, RtRT tRTTSff, 'jtmeH 3^7 3RI gTIT^ 

^ tfr?i wwi Wtr ^ y^ff^ ^ ^n? 3fr? yrf^RRR ^ 

h^n^hI 3i3RfT ^ Tff^-y^RT yito^ f^ Tjan 3i^Hlf^d sfN 3iaicrr. ^fRftl^d 

43Mr^ ^ cT^ 1 


.. 3 . ^ tor t 4RFr y? wftyrf ^^IRFT TF^ ou # f 3ik ^^ifeR 4^ 

■nVWT ^ 3F4^ ctl'klR45 RFTcT, M^R-^^3TRi;r^ FRT ^ 3n^^ sft^ ^?1 3RI IRF5tTTT{ y^ncR^ 

■li''^3 Ft ^^?;FTT ^ 3nRR 47 'fnittcT 44 11 


2.4. IRdTF c|5t ft^NcTR ’-M ^ Ft 


(i). (F^). F^ 4RTF ^ WflTRI FTfe dcieil^H ^ 19 f%0% ’cj/ l^ t FIFT cfF FF^ 3^7 ^ 

TtR FfRFTF FFTTR F^ F|F gf^F^ FFT tcfl 11 Tlie c^ ttd7 FsJ 47 41^^ F^I 

WRf, 4tF 47Ttt4F Ft 3^7 FTTFT 4FfIT t, FTtft^ FFR c^ ^FRT ^ TITFFT 

FRFT t 3fl7 FFT 424 F^/e FFT^f 7td Fl4T 11 4t4 c^ 7^41 FRFT 3?l7 Fftf^Fijyf 

^dT 11 

(74), Titt 4fFt4F 47 7ITFRF 4^ 3?^747, tM ^ ^mR ^ FF7R F^/3T-f1^ ^ 

Ft F|4 f\ ^?IR 3fl7 Sr^iT^I 415Rtf Ft FRfRcT Ffct 11 F^ c^ 4?FTcT 4F5 4TF^d Ft 
^5F FFTFt ^ TPt FFTeHt feR FTRFTF c^ Fit 47 Tncp'FT FtdT 11 


FTF7JF Tt -tfRrd, T^R 4 ^tcR dF> 44ril t 44 ^Titl^F FFIelF F|d ^ Ftferpjyt tt FTlt t 
F7# 3rRT4T, FlFRd Ft 7gt 3RF 7n^R t ^3Rt fX' 7t 7g<t FgF t fIf ^ 'At ?Tcp RRfl 
^ eft FT^T ^PTtl 4^tl t Ftf^ FgcT Fftfejpjyf ttet ^ SfX Sfl^qrT ^^dl d?4 3F;frF 
At FTTtFT M 11 


{^ 0 . 



[^PTIII—-^41 


(ii). 


(ili). 


(iv). 


^ ^ Hh! iflv^ sir gqro, aft, 

5^. t ^ 1,36,000/- itfiifiPT M affiraSwr ^ «3ra 

^ ^ ga srni^ * fJl^ TOlrt^ g^ * ftro <Trt * ftspir gg^t 

^?TO,^qf^w3Ri^5niratiRfNRfeirti 5 •’» ra.! ^ smm, 

wilaii * wra ^ unmiRt !to=i jnm# t ,(wm ^ <poi 

sPirann^i 4 ^ arofe, ^ 

13g?!iira<WTBira5nim^tr?i-filji^iR^ftig,ji ® <nsnr*n!^ ir 

<RaH ^ >0561^ iwr 33ngicR ^ fiiij g^snftir iR g^ ^ ^ g|^ ^ ^ I 


2.5. ^f, 41(^1 ^ ljii41iig 1R Mold'll ^ f^HfelRsId ^ptn^ ^ aigift'ijg gfig t;- 

(«)• ^ ^[fffil?T IWW 

gg%^ ?? an# tM ^ 


nld IRJR 

r ^n&oterrtt 

no? 

(wfl 

iWiT 

{no ^ ^ 

't>w;j| ad ^cpi{ 

7.20 

0.269 

WIH qm ^ n ^FT ^ HKmvcll 

------J 

30 if 

TJ^ TR 



^ gg^ in^ 



^ life ^^Rdl 

TOfe 

SA K- - 

IfWT 
(no ^ if) 

^NTn/3T-^f^ - ilfr) ^3fOT 

18 

0.7498 


(g)' W TOf: 


ft4<®r 

life ^fer 

aO? 

(w<D 

#». t K-- 

TttW 
(no HD t) 

351 tv u^i\ nfe CT ifer Oiuiift^d) 

41000 

^ 1708,33 


(ii). WeVJciP ^ 


^ Wrf^ ^ 11 ^ ^ ^ ^ ^0 25/- 

^ ^->f^^ 4 ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 
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3.1. ^ tor t T? ^ ^ 

ejjKJ frg 3fU W^-3TTT t 3ft^ ^3^ ^ ^ wf ^ ^ sfaj! ^ 

yfRT T^cIT 11 ^ ^ Mldt ^ ^ TPcTeFf Tc^ ^ ^ 

vi^ "fR RfcTTcf ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ a?n 

3.2. 3T^- ^ ^ ^ RWTt ^ f^ ^ ^ t:- 

(i) . ^ %T f^RT -ufRT t, RH#PT T? ^ ^ ^ 

tRT#R ij i ^ef - ^ ^Hl'dxiiJI ^ f^ cr?J^ f^ RT 11 

(ii) ^ ^ ^ ef^fdd {#3M) 3TaRT TR 3Ra T? ^ RTR ^mtlT t 

3fR TFT ^ tor ^ t, ^ ^ ^ Tt?T/1^TTTT# W RTTRT ^ TT^dt^ ^ 

’fRjTf ti'JHIT 3id,'MK T3JeT PhTT uTTTPTT I 

3.3. THcTT^T ■^arrTRT^ TTR ?rT> cTTa t 3Tm^ c)>t^d ^ 

TPft 11 #3 TTtM ^ tor t 31 TT^, 2009 TRT^ ^ ^ tT TWT ^ 

gicj^THl ^ TTTT I TF ^ "HITRT TWlaPT IT^TIT ^TR ^*TT ^ ^ FT WTcTTT ^ T^ 

^aiTj UWlf^T T>^ TTFTT 11 

4. T?TT?ff Tjf^ ^ 3R[R?, #3Mt^ T)T fTMTcT-^STTRc^ T^ TTflT^ ^ 

tttt an TTif^ F^ TTT^ ^ T# ^ viM^W w an 1 M#TRt-^3Ti^ ^ #aM^ tt 

^ ^ ^ ^ aJt I #3fTiM ^ M#T^-^3TT^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ‘ 

5 TW ^ ^ ^ wm. ^aflW ^ tf 3r3#T ^ani 

3 T^ W an I ^ 3rf^ lJxpn«tlFTT^^^TTTT?^^ gM ^ TT ^TTl^ 

nn ^ ^ cTifermr^ f^rr w t;- 


1^.^. 

F^ gRT TT? TRT 

#3iWt€t gRT ny OTTR 

(i). 

(cf)). 50 TT efTcTT^ ^ g) tR ^ 

fch'i!i^ n? ^ f^Tj ^siWt^T gm f^R 

nn ^ ^ ^ f^j^m nnr^ ^ 

Sij^HTT) ^ wf^ ^ ^ ^ 1 

F^ TRntRn mR<^)\jHT n^ t> fcn^ i t^ii 

c^ RrfctgR 3nnf^ sJt, nsrt giR vsgRcr 

PlHdH ^0 135000/- 3fR ^0 136080/- Tan 

^^dR, ^ TTR 3nf^ 3lfc)RcK1 ^ 1 TtdRTT ^ FTTTT, ^ 
TO 135000 Tan tnTR, ^^apT TTR STTR 3iR)R<W 

MRn g^ n^ aJti 

noTT ^ TTg ^ 3Ty^ grR ydlRlcI TR^ feR 

glT ^ aR Rlfr Rr yy ^ (TRT3fR) 

fgrtcp 7 ^dl|, 2007 g5) yfcl ■j)\3?l 4)! WTlR 

2007 ^ tTR 1^ RTT an, F^rf^ TtoTTTSTt ^ mRH ^ 
TT ^ ton gRR TO 136000 gfcTto to nj ^ 1 


(^). ^t^gK) TTt ^ RT dldd. 

TT wJt ^f TTfr ^ 

^T ^ ^ ^ T^ 

w t, ^ ytW ^ 

TT^ '{fHlf^d ^ ^ 3TWr? IR cm ^ 
TT 3TT^ TTT ani 

^ ton sto tor tt ton wiT A ifr 

cR^ yrmr an, y'^-aid ^i 'dnTm <^1 \;i'?)<a T^ 

tl 

(ii). 

150 to nf^ ^ yf^ TT ^ ^ 

T? nfei^ TT snan? afR RfnfRn 

yencT^ ^ ann toh) t? fRir 

ny RTB SRTT ^ m gm ^ ^ 
ciiwf^ct) wfrT ^ RTR FTRg ^flto 
gcny 1 

F^ ^ ^ ^ gtto TT ^ TRnRr tor nn t to 
TfRiT to Rdito nrnnR ato to ytoRR unto 
to tor tor nn t to f^ tf n^to ^ to to nn 
t f% 3 toT ^TT mtor 120 ^ iso to^ tor to to 11 
3 m: tomn tonr ^ to to ntor iso fto to to 
ton nn tl 


*ilitiMiiit- <» I 


f.ii.it ii.Hll4iWiW|'i 


Ijllflip# 1141 NlUhHJ |.WI HI IM'II.. ■<« .^|n*fiM)||i**l' Ni»(»|i.m^»*i'Hi*'»Mt' M"i- >tl 


I »■ - -U 


i-t^, .>^.t>|l>( 4 iililil Hij# 




[^II l~TgPS 4 ] 


'IRtT ^ TRM5I : ^TOIMKUi 



W ^ yiim ^ 10 IR 
^Rcg«j'i‘ ^ ai^JTPT cprr^ ^ arwR 

^ ^ ^ vto 
^ ^11%^ I 5^ eTPIcT 3T^ ^ f^f^ 

^} _ 

StjIcI'i) ^ HIWJH ^ 

^ aWlf^cl 314^ ^ ^ 
f^i5’l'{l«1 fcl#r^ 4)T ^ 

Toi-i ^ 6j?t tr g^R^id yfy ^ 

11 ?^r^, ^ JTmr ar^f^in ^ t 
3TTft ^ 

^nRcq^'l ^ TT?^ ^ ^HIHM IPRTR 

^ '^l^^iRa 31 ^ TJfTIJI 

'f"*ll’^ 'H^'l'M'l JRoiq ^ ^ ^ cTr^TcT ^ 
3refM ^ 3T^HHH ^ 

5fe ^ ^ omRT (Tc^ ^ 

WTT ^tt%\ 

^)~ ^iHMi/q^tar^, 3nf^ ^ 

^KPT ^ s n^ d^Wi i 
^ %fft ^ war 3?^ w t eft 

^ ^[^vjt wf?T ^ ^ IRTftfcT ^ I 

A ^nj 3it^ iTRtcT 3rT^ ait? ' 
^ vJcRT^ ^ ^ 3TMN ^7, 

^ It^ 3IR 1 Tftcr i> 

^ 13 W ^ 33 

3ft? ^ ft^ ificff ^ 19 tf^ MRj | fD | cj 

^ tl ^Jcf3TR 1 qtn ^ f^ -19 j 
41s'<?l'{il<fl '^'icfl ^ 39 3jt? 

ft^ ^ ^ 25 If? 

^^K^’l'l ^ ?Fnf^ ^ ^ ST^iTpf 

^ 3TmT? ?W 4^1 

^TT^ei^ iRR ?T?ftf^ 
f^-Rr^, 2005 ^ 3?^ M ?rr%i;ji t 


^ f^>{P TT ^^1^^ ^ 10 3f^?ict ^Rc<j<j) ^ 31'^JTH 3p^ip£r 
'J«^TW/tT4^am/?T^ ^ ermcT ^ ii 
S ^ ^ 11 ^ ^ efFRT i> cle^T ?r^5TcT: 

^ ^ ^ ^ vinRciii^ cHMIeT ^ ^ 

j T^?raT ^HkI ^ SfelWer ftf TTHT Tpjj f I 

1^, T^ tiTOM ^ 

tm vaHRcijq iR to? to W 11 y ^iR l cI 
^ ^ TTf^inT^ ^ ^ 3Tf^ ^TTfto tR to? to 
w 1 ^RTto togm ^ ^ 7li ^ ;fTto 

tl '* 


^''tl41k'*i yT|ioi«ij^ ?T^I^ ^ tolj gj;^ 

3n^^?ftf^ IJv^W ^ ?7RT Itm gft^ IJST^ 3 ™ ^ 
tor w 1 1 

?^3rR 1- ?iyt^ ft*tM ^ 13 19 ^ 

3^ 33 ^ 4>t ^cT?T^ ^ v3»T^ tr 3f[tj|Rff ^ | 

3ft? ^tor to ^ mettoft 

^ tor 6 45T 3ri!tto ?m to ?[tof^ 

towti * 




(^)- "to iimttiiu torr sntot" 
toW?T) ?W ^ 3?to 3fto ^ 7T^ 
toR jrn ^ I 


^ oTPRT ^ 3r^»TH 3 ft? 
c™ ^ Wtof iRnto ft 

toto to ^ 3nsn? f?t ci«i ^ 3nto> 
ft ?w ^ % toto ft Ji^rrto ^ to 
^ft3fttot SKI ftor ^RTT 

ton to tor ft I 


^li^eie tot ^ cf>i4 cj5t 3rj*iiPia (?imici 3 ft? ?iPto~ 

^ to ^ em^ ^ qrtof ^ ton ^ 
3TM1? n? tofto fto/rar fti ^ 3im? 

3RmT 3nnh ^ nyTm tot tot nft frriftnn toift irh n>nTT 
ft I ??fto. n^fn? smcTT to tot ^ fton ^?nT 
^ l^riK n??nT nrar to npri w ft 1 

^ to ft ^ Ttoto n? to to n? 
tot ^ ftoftt fttnr i nto/sr-nto to tot ^ 

totXTOT totef ?to TR ftrto? to ^ftl 3RT: 

to totor to ^ jf^ to ftto ^ w UaU ^ to 
toto??T ??Tton totomr c^ toj ngn nFrcfto 3 ft? 

toto 3Trcf?nn^ ft I 

“to 2005-06 ^ ton, ?lt3ittot ft to to n? tot to ^ 
W i> to?R^ ft ^ yftsrto ^ 32 to?m ^ tonm 
^ m, totwT totomr to HPm nn Tjeft 

itoft ^toto totomr c^ to ^torto ton nnr ft 3ft? 
to nenjnto 3ft? ^rh nntot ^ 3 rt ton ntototot 
^ nF n to ^ ^ 3 t^ wm w ft i tosftfttftt ft n 
^ nntot ^ to nnetT srffttor tors# to 
HR<<lvji^i3ft q? RnM ft 3?t? n f[ 



^ wtftkt 

yuiie^l {41({1l'Hkl'^) ^ ■'^>0 6 ^ 

yWlfcTcT ^ ^ 3TR3Tt^ ^c?TfRT ^ 
xrR^fT^ WT ^ ^ 'HIHI-y wte 
^ ^fcT^nf^ ter w ^\ 

cjj^ w ^ 

fct^iRTtfr^ ^ ywiRtcT ^0 12 ■tR'ng 

ail^RcKi f I _ 

3Fr^ #T ^ ^ ^ y^lcl^'l 

^ uwifer ^ ^ ^ 

^fPTTf^ srfcff^ aim ^ ^ Traf^ 

W ^ V(\^ ^ ^ ^’TTl^fT 
aim ^ ^ I 


~ 4]cnyHy>H ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ f^f5^ yfcT^ 

TK t fyRT^ TRiitim mR'SJ'IvjUT ^ ^ ^ 

yfcR^ ‘4crmT ^ ^ i 

cf [ ^yHy>H ^ ^ y^tTlf^ ^ xj^ ^0 iT 

t f^SRT^ ^^0 6 ^ wrrm 

^ ^ tef tel wf^ 11 ^ 

ttel ^0 4 (site ^0 12 cfr^ cpT 1?^ te^) ^ 

f!mR ter w 1 1 


yxiidHl ^ te ^ ^ 

^{jte ^ aifaRcw 3im p 

tatted fter w t:- 


(It), ttfj 
y^leR 


jflyjyr y?jey 

> "tR 

WWlftd H«icq> 

2007- 

08 

(8 

yr?) 

2008- 

09 

2009- 

10 

2007-08 

(syrs) 

2008- 

09 

2009- 

10 

4,44 

6.66 

6.66 

6,47 

9.70 

9,70 




5 82 

8.73 

8,73 

4.44 

6.66 

6.66 

12.29 

18.44 

18.44 


6. ^ ^ te^ 11 2008 ^ teir 11^ TT^te^ ^ ^ 

^ ^ I ^ ^ mte^ £fm ate ^ ai^tecT ^ ^ ^ t, w^ ^f^mr 11^ ^aftet te te terr 

te ^ y^te y?];^ ^ ^ ^ ^RJ? yR 11 

7 ^ yte ^ tef^ ^ffte 30 fteR, 2008 cpt teft ^ ^ ^ 2fti ^ ^aftet ^ Trmm ^ 

y^ ^ teJT ^i Mter-^sn^ ^ ci>r te tes ^r#^ te siti ^ 

^aMr^ afk MteR-^3iRW ^ ate Rrte ^ I 

8. -i^ Cartel ^ tew, 2007 ^ fte<^, 2008 ate ^ te '^rmte ^ 

tet^ te) ^ aimR ^ aigtem y^ 8 amg^'^ 2008 ^ yitei te afR ^ wi aigyte 
cfit tefte te ’te 'Hdf? ^ tete I 

91 iteT ^fte ^ w tete. i^tafrte ^ ate y^f tert^ 13 aRirjy?, 2008 te^ Rmn ytete ^ 
^ tete y^ yrte ter ?tt! teter y^ ^ ^afttet ^ te ^ yg^ ^ OT te ^ 
^fitey te yy f- 

(i). ^tete y^ncHt te te yyite 4 ^aim y^ mte aite 3 t^'fw, 2007 ^ 30 tew, 2008 
rfy^ yRcrtej fteryy ^ aiwR yi gy: yteter ^ y^ ■! 1 







(II). 

(in). 

(iv). 

(V). 

(Vi). 

(vii). 


^ ^'R 6 Bfitwr m infif^f TOrtlln 5^ tR qp^ * 

SX i?5L 

1^ ti ^ ^ w jfRira 

wuRf jimm ^ 3rt!»t mj^mni ti m Tr^/^'’u.1!!^..!!?f.f ’te tfw ^ 

2Sll^ ‘5« * fiR 4 

^ * fin; wf gm ^rarai Tfjit aOfen fen^ta * a. e= 5 w, ~ 1 ' ' ^ IRwcr 

1^ ^ 1=151^ ^ alW 4^ ^ ^ ^ ^‘’ **^-^311^ 30 fiRW^, 2008 ^ 

^ ^t4t%^-^3IRTTer ^ ^ ?T^ ^rfcri^ t 3i)7 ^ 7RT 

?ShTSJ<* Tb S:..* * trj* *«<* « SJX^Z 

«««»»„ ,t?i";*""*»»>-•*« 

^fT?i)fgiH srmm ^ 

^ yiTR: 


(viii). 


(ix). 




Ji. 

^n ^ ira»R 

1 ^ jrfci vte^ 

1. 

^Cfj^ 

(W) ^ 

^ V K-- 

(aio ^ ^ 


wrr^ q^ ^ Tm^ ^ ctri^rctt 

--—'— - —— 

^ 7.20 

30 Mi ^ 

0.269 

—- 


^Hta Omi Rira ;5^JIj;f ^ 
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qtcT ^ arraiR 

^ _ 

^ f50) 

(310 ^) 

l\) 

30000 

15.35 

0.5738 

vr 

(ii). 

30001 ^ 60000 

>50 460647 + 7)0 12.28 
^ 30,000 

vjft3^T7^^ ^ 3rf^ 

310^0 17214 + 310^0 

0.4590 ^ ^3TR^ 

30.000 ^ 

(iii). 

60001 3ft^ 31®^ 

- 

^0 829132 + 7)0 10.75 
gfft TjftSTTT^ 60,000 

^3TT7^ ^ 3lto 

310^0 30984 + 310-^0 

0.4016 ^3n7^[ 

60.000 ^snT^ ^ 3>1^ 


(lii). TnrihTB 



(iv). ^ ^ t g5jmT^jL%g.^!LgHg 


____ ^ 




1. 

ttit ijrrR - ^ ^ SfSTcn 'vJTT^ ’TFT 

29200 


H. 


'H4f^ 


u 

tftOT 


1. 


25.00 


f^- ^ 3T^ ^ ^ 


^3n« ^ ^Ttoi ^ 

5 S:S ^ * 

nqtrrnit ^Tx! 3Tq^ aft 1 

.,«,, ™. ™ —5'S 

fp:tMlu«^ 


(i)- 


ii 111 iiu.iiiiinm. 


ft ||.|M hWI Ilf I(W.H1..(II i»|..Hf«iW|)MiW HWIIkl H 4 H(||I(I«»I*-*HII «•*! ^ il ' * ■ .1-...I1H rtiftllt1Ttrfl“'-“t“‘t- 




5o3oajj~fo8' 


[^FTIlI^^P«54l4 




N 


feiXAI^qjf 


(ii). 


<iii). 


(iv). 


(V). 






rfmm 

20fii. 


TTpft _yP XSf^lf 

2007 # gRT to w Bpjfe 

^ 3I^»TR XR torn 8JT 1 ^ ^ grij^ XR. 


Tf?frfexT 

0 l^vir i y’iVg'^'- ^' 1 vf;;-: ^ if :^;::’.";:if;: pv'yffe 

WP^f ^ y'tqtfivi tmi (a)- 

A,3W toF ^ 

^ ^ xM ^ srU if 

cfFm xf ^TO txpT iSsr t) gito ^tf^rFpr ^ affarfw^T # 

^ ^rmerff ^ 1^‘ 5 rt 

C-iSfe? #fS^ WWifnaA n<^«IPe^4liR ^5p^fts^ 


■' ''" ' r / • • •' -' 'A.>^' '•■ •''' ■' k' ‘ ■ r ’’' ti y ’ ’’ :’-■ i''" ' I ! * ''r^- ' x '7^’ PT^TY }T*y^ ' 

*'i W f■ iwTa«^N^ 

to w; Tv= v i^ ■ 


V FT 


^ t ife xtrttt tow xirtt >R«to, ir^ ^r^, 

; to to;: ^ ^ ^ ^ 

::Pf f Vflftj 

:Fpl to^ 1^ t 

ton XR tow i ^ ij^ ^ 

m w]^\j\i ijciin toW[ f^^IRn ^ tot f, ftcto ’Ito ^ ^tto tot ^ i 

U(^Wn:;XR„ftof: ;,:.;::.r - .r- ./' p ^^,7 ■■-v.:, F ;;c,-,-.; ,;.. .--p^- -■ 

tow^ jW: ^ 

to ^ ^ ^ % zi? to wto t xjtotF ajW tor to xr x?^ to 

flW' I 'i pwIRaito .tot ^ toN^ ^^R?Titot 

•, WRo toto^ to ht HF;l 




fto xRto xr^ ® 

vangVi Mi^CT^yi 3fW SWrto tof ^ fto viTT to tl toto IR?M C tototof 

Hpf^ %q 3ij^R«- cnw ^ 

y WR x;^. nto ^^rr FP^r^Sc^ 'tot^ri^^ 

to,to^'^rOoo 

toto^ ^ ^ fto ^ to?T sx»iin. ^ i^fR^ 3Toto 0.5738 t l 

totof^ ^ W ^ ^ arrasR ^ >Frw ^ tof, Mfrf^? cW 2065 .^ 

IPp^ T^ >'9^5>wit- % I .vti^itKla;H'Wl^7 #/#toto urto^ 

y^ t ytoto 'to 77;;^7 ^ : 

xfe ^ci/tovtei.■4lHh^’\''PX--^3TRTJcr ^ '^0 
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5.40 ^71 ^ m ^ #3M€t gKT m\ MWif^ci 

^ |y yf^PHi ^ %\ Skt M y^ror 3 Riy?T t 

yT5cf^ y»[ wn yym y5t cfpm sjk Mf^d^yi ^cnafr ^ ynf^Ter 3 ri ^icy»f 
y^ w 11 

y? ^^ty>R ftjyi yiHT ^ y^rttyy yyrayf ^ 1 ^ ^stFM ifRi y^ # y^ yy 
yc^y gRT ary^ wypy yr^er^ yyr^ ^ ^yiy y>t y^ ^ ^ yil^ 

yicfr yy f vj^yf^ ^sfltM gry yyryT yyr ii araryr. ywr ^ fWfer m^diyi 
:gcy> ^afiM yylf ^ ^ snyR y? ^yr yrfly i y^yftyy imiWff 

^ ^ yyray ^ ymyr yyr t i 3?my ^ ^Ry y^t yf§ty ^ sr-yf^ ^ 
ygy ft 3 fty ar^y^t m^del yJt ayy^yy^n ^ t alt? y[^ yrym ynWf ^ ^ 
yyicpff m yiyyrc y^ yrayn y? ^ 11 ?y ymf y? te? yR^ |y, iRrftyy 
yyfcFff ^ yrgcR ^ yyltyy y^ ^ yiyeityi tm yyiy ^ jr(M FtryiT i> 
an«m yy yy^ y5t yr?^ 

mnf^I, yRH ^ ftittfty wi ^ yyiepr ?yyy afr? yfrftsy ^ yf^y?^ ^ ^ y^^yyR 

yyr?yff ^ ftfy *fr3i5T ywy ^ ^ arpR yryeft^ ^pyj ar^^fy ^ yy ai^^ 

t\ 

yyrftyy imrsrs^f ^ ^ yry d ^ ar ^rma^f ^ ynte f^rt^R mcT y5[ vjy^rom ^ awry 
yyn yR^ ^ into cnyy ^ airaR yy y^rityy yyicyff ^ mjciiyi ^ 
ypRi #fTy y^ i^Ri aw: y^ mpRaa ^ ^ ’flyj;^ yiypr^ ^cyj ^ y ^^yjt yn^ 

yyHI ^ ftry ywy ^ iR^ry y^r ^ w ^ ^ yn^ yy ftRir yyr t yflafnM ynS, 
2009 ^ y|yfi«R ^ wm yfyfiyy yymy t m( yiyei^ im affyR yR^ ^ Riy 
yiyyfiR ynyy ^ amm yy aRtJt tr? ^ yyyry Rryif^ yRyri ywy i> 3r yifly^ft 
ftfy atfw yy yft yry t yy%y ^ ?Rfty y^fyStyyy^t^, i^yR^ 

f l ^Atf t yw- ^ferRyyr gM f^y yy ^jny y^ ^ ywy gRi f?tyR Rpyr yny i 

W#l?r-^aTRyyf afr? # 3 fnM ii 2003 y^t ?^wwR?t ynyy i> mn y? 
yrc^ yy TO 26 y{?r ft^y? ^ yy imtf^ y?t y^ t[ yrysfR ynyy ^( ymy #aWt€t 
gRT yyyrfiw yyg^ yy yy Mr#y?f- t^ R y ct y^r ^ f^y y^f ti ^ yg inyy is 
ar^^yy yyfl J fly yyyyy yR ^ yigyy yy t, gyrf^ y? yrteyy ywy gRi w M«iiRn 
yrc^ yy ar^ftf^ yR^ ^ yjw 11 

yryyflyT inyy ’ft ywy ^ ar^iwr wr t yry yygftyy is yyyy ^ ^ ^ nfftyf ^ 

arfiiyj ft yy TO 26 yfft crt yft yyerpp yy ft aiefig^St ynrte yy fftyR fftR yny i ywy 
afty flflyftyyf-^tenW fFft ypiiftriT ynyy ^ ywT ^ yicw ^ feiy yrgR # 1 

5cr ftys yynywyy ftg fftRiyr yyR to 29.200/- yfft ^ yfft ^ awm yyryy yjy yy 
yy^ntfty fftwT yyr f t fhfRftyei-’^anyygr ytryRy: ^ftaftfr^t irt ft^ yy yRy^cH ft yrgyy t, yy» 
yy awfn yy yy figyiyr yyR yft iftgyRi gy ft fftyrar yyR yy ygyft ft ^fimiRn fftfftw yyyff 
twyft yy ftift yyf yft yf f- 

(V), ftyyfft y^ ^yftsr fftyi yyr t yftaftftfl ft 60 ^ ftpyft j^j^ft ft ^ yy ftt f 1 
yy yy fftyiyr imR to 1360 oo/- ftftffty OfR. c^iiRftfSy affycT afty yyw ora 
aifftRyn) yy gfftyiRy fftyr yyr f yftift Npyf, 2007 ft fttaftM gRi yyft ffty yy 
ftft^ y5i gRF tiHRIy 11 

(yr), yftafttM ft yTyyr t fft tpyftyy yyrcfft ft ffty try 15 ffttyyy, 2007 yft Ryif yf «ft 1 
ftftRftyR-ftanyyyi ft yyyftyy yy mw\ s ffyyyy, 2007 ft ^ ft 1 

(y). ^y ft fftymr yyR yy yfyft ft yryy, fttaftfi^ ft 301 fftftf awdy 15 fftcpyy, 
2007 ft 30 Ifttpyy, 2008 tryj ywy gRi ^ yft Ryry yyft yft ft, to 135000/- 






u 


Mia ft-1 ^ VI ^ * fero m <17 ftw7 ftjw #1 »l) < ) | i iH- jteHTOi % feorift j(i # 

' *^n' ? 30 2M 8 W # 1^ CT «r ftROT IPIR Tjljiftfl ^ ^ 77^ 

ti TflaWl^gT^ linir t % » Riott, 20or% 2 ftw»7 2008 
^ f^>nn^’^w4w«7m<!iin7i«*Wfit 

yWsa-^wiRiia ^ 'W <17 iwitFr ^ ^ ftw; ^ 7W OTB araft A felP ?1I 

l* 7 rar WR aw w# <ii<r <r BfiRire <rtr ftw wr 

^ 'MMimraNf ^ (!<jr i<r ftRrt <r fiwi w afk wnflm 

^ % <17 iNM * anm <17 « fiam ^ «=iRt 

<» ftp; e<Fftwrarii'iR7^*<rtiii<rai!nst7rarn#ti 
^s<ff7ftPitow^ anra w *!#617 <!<(»?r an ansmi ^ anra 
S ? awR <17 ^ ginR<«r fir? ct 77 ftTim iph? 

wjRa^TTT.ii^<fqi <1 e<it 4t en^juir ^ Rna ^ ^,^mm ^ ^ jf ^ 

* ^ * **^ ”“«’*•* ^ w fira^. 200? ^ 

r£.t. 2 L*L?^ »«> aft7 7 ?Ri 1 ang^ 2008 

^ aiPT arafSt ^ Tpjr I 

<rf 200 s f 1 1 ^ ftlir- ^. 2008 artm 7R# I ft 877 <7771 TRIRR SRT litftl «jft 

* <lh^ TWftt * tM <t RPRl <t TiftE gft 7<lftR ^ CT 

B7R-R?n < ft7 TPIRjiftil ftTT 0771 irf 2008-09 
7 Hijtoo 71^ <R 7I PWIB T77 » ft7 |7t TiftTRR CRT OWftR TIWT! 7ft 7777! 7^ 

W7-08$ BR<77g 7Ry7 8Rt7fifttelTCg|ftl^»a77RiR4J7lNn»l7^ 

7<i^ ftTrt 77 M 77 31^ 74 2007 « <77 7<if 
.fa7|jt * ft7» 81^ 77) 138000/- 7ft CT 7tM47. « 77 81^ aiTfit <4 4l7R ftT# 
^ 77 M ft=rar * aifti jrff #| ara: 7<r <4 ftTiTt 77 R 4 Tiiift 7 ft 77 Atr a* 

f^irr w FI ^ 

ft^2007 4 IIRI<77; 2008 awft <# ftf Tllam BRT TlWftn *7 aft 7^ 
7Ra0^_^ W7^ 2008 * TK <ft aiTft <» ft7 77 * ftTITT 77R 77 <rt74 * 7TO 

4.6 sifrt^ici ^ Tjfwifeq ^ XR ftrUT "JpB # | 

aP7 ft^qi 7714 77 10 tI^ 77ft77 RPRt «7 4 ai^Tlftf ftiR 7711| >77 TV 7ft 
^ W ft TO 7717 * ftB4 TUTPT tMITO 4 Rftnftl 77^ 

I!’^ ^ 41711 7ft 7TO» <!« 7R17 4. 

Sr ^ 4177 ailft 771771. 

Tllftenj TITO » ftf tl^g^ 4 RITII TIT T7 <ft ftTlft 4 Tftft ift 77 -rt f. ITiftT 

7177 4 TTftaiT TOUT 84 77 ftTITT TTO 4 nfiRlT 757 4 appnftl ftn t| Tftaftifl* 

* 4™^ ’4. 7517 SRI aiynftt TTftTT TORT 7 ft 7ft 2005 ftt 

Ii^lft 7 ii-Pi^»aiyn 7 1 aiTipr 2008 4 anft ftt ^ tori 4 Tifftri gft ri 7 fti; 

^ ^ araR THir f j . “ ' 

7771=7^ TOrffe^4. TBTSFfl/ftaft Tftuft ftt TRft 7177 Iftftfl 

^16 Tiawci ulaoiw jig ftm 7711| TllilH 7174 4. Tftaftfttftt TOI ftTIll ift lift an 

^ '4 Hfiftn ♦ ft7 TOTO 7«f #1 Tftaftft)* 4 

Miftsoi-iftTOTO ft 4 laiMlftt bri ai^flfti m yft. yftftR ftn ti to 4 

ftTin TTO 77 7^ 7177 lift gftTftR 77 ftro ftn <in * I TO 4 ftTin BTO 7ft 

4 4 wfe7 3I7& 4 fty TT^nftt TTftTT. IRlftft. 7ft VTlft TftPTO 4 TOI 

3 fft7I<77. 4 30 ftaro, 2008 317& 4 ft? TftM SRT TfilftlftlT TOT^ TO ftn 

^ 2302 ^c?i 


12 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part III— Sec. 4 \ 


(viil). 


(ix). 


(X). 


(xi). 


(xii). 


"K'l' <l) I 


(^). ^ ^ 3T#T, 1 31^^, 2008 ^ 31^ ^ ^ yWeH ^ 

T'#»?raT 30 2008 ^ yfci^f^d ^TRlf^ ^ tr qRc^f^a 

.' -TRif t ^ ^ ^ ^airynf^^ 11 

viM ^ 3I#I. 15 RIcI'RR 2007 ^ 30 RldN'f, 2008 31^1^ M^lcld 

B5T Bxrra5T.W^ ^ ^ ?rFKT Tff^ ^0 664.30 ^ yR^lf^ld ^ tl ^ ^ ii ^ 

3Tcrf^ ^ ^ c^pm ^ ^ ^0 667.47 cTPI hR'iRio ^ 11 

2005 ^ ^ ^ 6.1.2 ^ 31^^, ^ ^ WRcT BTelT 

nm^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ eo uta % ^ ^ 

#TT I ^ 3nT^ 5R^ ^ 2005 ^ ^ 3rjfTR f^t^FTP?! sfR ^ ^ 

^ 3icR ^ ,W W 11 ^3M€r m Bf^I^ B^T#PT B?R?IcT ^ ^ ^ 

\to^ 28.5 yf^d t 3fR f^^?PTP^t ^ 71.5 BfclYRT %\ MR 

Bm gRT cNrt f^ btt ^ w i ^ 3fk lcrt?pn^ ^ ^ 

Bmite 5^ WcH ^ 2302 c^ ^ TT^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

667 (28.9 b 1^) 3fR %T 1635 ^ (71.1 BfcRTcT) f I ^ W 

MR cT^ 3fR Ra^lB P f t % ^ ^ ^ mm tR WT gRT BM 

^ ^ pTPRt btt IB 3 fr? ^ ^ ^ ^ 40 yf^ ^ bb 

3RR ^ ^ eypT ^ IB WR^ ^ ^ I 

^31^ ^ f^tBPTP^t Bt^ RtB ^ ’JcBBRRt BRnRcT RrIT 11 2005 ^ 

fefIT—Rl^t^ BB ^ 6.1.1. BRBT t 1% ^ ^ RlB RP^I RTbRIcI BBR ^IRR 

WT'^ M% BTI^ B^t BRRcT tl Rl^BPTPft BtcT ^ RiB ^ ^ 2005 B^ 

^ 31^ ^ ^ ^ WRcT ta BBT tl ^ BBto 30 RbPBR. 2008^cPF 

3TB|& ^ BR BR BfBt ^ RrPBB, 2007 ^ BPTB BB!^ RRbB y? 31^ 1 310^0 = 
BO 39.66 BR 'f^ R6BT BBT 11 BRT^ BTB B^ SIBI^ f^, 2008 ^1 BBRiB RRBB BR 

3IBicT 1 310^0 = R>0 48.43 BR fcRTR f^BT BBT 11 

BBltf^Rr bRB^ BBBi 3l^clH<t>-l RiB A RTRPB BBT 11 

BBtRm ^ 3T^^, ^ BBTRB ^ fcIB BB ^ f^RTBT BBR f:- 


(BR bRI ^ bRT ^ aWBT BPT) 


ftRWR 2007 ^ 30 RidMR 2008 

3ra^ ^ fcTB 

30 RRP^. 2008 ^ 41< 3{ql^ ^ Id'i 



ITOFIPB 

Bsm 

(anwiD ^ 


(aWWR) ^f) 


mie 

19586/ ■ 

560.25 

16280 


BRlitBB yp l d^ c^ RPI, BT^cT^ ^ ^ 25 Btel BR WBPTRB BBR BB BT^ ^ BRcTlRm 
tor BBT t BTB BRF^ ^ ^ Bl^TcP bRJb BBBRT ^ Bt TRPtM BR ^RMTPf^JlPB ^ 
11 .M^tBeI-^3TTRBd B^T ^ STIBI^ Btt t bR BoPT BRT#PT BR B?^ 3iWbB bMb ^ f^ 
‘b^BT^ RSTPTTcRB BBR B^ BRcTT t, bR RBMIcIRB M#ETel~^3TTBTd B^ BBTdBTPIBi 
alTBRB^ ^ BBRB f RTt 3PB B?TB^ ^ BBRbT t Bf?T RPTPT ‘ifaf^RlBr 11 p^Tf^- 

R^BBT^IRB 3lBS^tB hI'MH, 3TtR RbI^ ^ Rh^l BTTBT BT^^ tt BTTcTT t, Bt ^3)Kk;d B^ 

RIB t'fe %PT B^ B^t ^ RBPTTcRB BBR B^ Btt BRBT BlftB I 

; : ‘i: * 

^ M' ^ B^ BB ^ 6.4 BRBT t BBBtBvTT ^ 31^ BR ^ ^ 

‘ % tt ^^TFftBRB BBR ef^BT I 3fB: RBl-im'i'Ji BBR cRJ^ BR^ ^ 4^*1 BB M'Wiq ^4>K 

BBT 11 #3f^M Bt Ben? ^BTTlttt^BBT^BBTfB B^ BB ^ 3PTR BBIBB t BBRT 
■^sff B?f cBBcT 3nBR BR RBTBKRB BBR RlBiRcT f^BT BTB 1 


ill IItni<ifii»iy^l|l^lpl^^llil|| ^ 4t^t^Pf'■ m* "t "'H'l 1'“' "<' ' 


• AJfli U»[l I i\ 





[^lu—•gqg43 
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(xiv). 


^ ^ fin; ’iwimfeT to! to>4 M *i rtaitoft ^ apt wisHf ^ 

*. wwnfaw wwi#.'qtoi»ri<> an^-^ 

4w«4jR ift ap^ ^W^-^-arf^ if to i Rti ^ ii^ f i 

(xiii). ton J to nft ^ ijfB ^ aif^ efits^ 

w » nra ntnmr aik xian * .j^. ^^pip, ^ a^ tn^a,^ ^ anwi ^aWta % 
g to ^ ipra ^ TR g^; ^ Bkton n^ # ^ nk TOft ^ m-gn k 
=i« 4 toi^ti mm gkt to Ik wStom ^ aiHR <R, aik V? 

^ ^ ^ awto =i« g, ^aM* sri 

^ ton-kto# t ^ 6.4 g Tn^at^ ^ toprO to ntot ow ^ enS/aNf to atotot 
^ 3F^ , <np mn !RPi into afk ■'mnr toW * to: tot * 

wHtcw»g^1^ aiftoi 55« an i| qtoitor tom w ti nisa^ gem to <itoto to iff 
to^toto toa ^ to aiMto g aitot tom w #i tot ?nf tia^ traicto 

iR sn^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ wfm ^ IW t 

^ OT ^ ^cTM W t 

m ^ p ^q^r ^ ^ Hr 3hj ^ ^ 
^ ^451 ^ffuR^ ^ ^ ^ aife^ ^ vn^ ^ 

^ 2007-M^^to cpm ^ #3?tiM qq imi^ q5t 

!l2!!^ 1^ ^ ^ ti 5M ^ ^ %qT w 

^ paim ^ ^ 4p F4 w %it 4 q^ ^ ujt3n?^, 

ft ^3ttH q^ M? 4R?TT ti m. 31 qr< 2009 ^ ^ ^ 

4 ^ q^nSrpT IR 3ffqR 451 qf ^ Hr imc^ 451:;aiftg?T ^ 

^qpfP^qRH w 11 

towto tom-itm », wton iRmm»R a totPR, 2007 g ga w »ti ktoto <r 

fto.ifl^n^if tog aifitto to tof # tofto toto mtR 1 ^ 

^ ; W ' f 1 ^ ^ q^oUTtjl 

^to aif^ito to ti ’Jtokn to aito to to toiaif to fik ngam to toaWfet to nami 

^ pR^ ^Ff?llq4l ^ ^ ^ v4^ 

!^.x L ^ ^ ariETR q^, ti? qrfeqvRr ^t#T q?TR ^ 

toftoei to apt-atptoi totoi g| aigtoto tof to 

few ^ l^to’gCTto-ii ton atom nitRjto aiton 2.5/- toftoqtoamato to'^ ^ 


(XV). 


(xvi). 


(xvii).' 


^ ^Tf, 3T«ZRT 




[%|MtopM^^008-aTOl ] 
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^ TOR RTH 4 RiTO Rifc TR4 ^ f^ni ^ tor w 

4 ® ft sftr s4 



iRf ifftw 

a 

RT niiiiSw 

m.w. 

ft4Fm 

iftaftift* 5T4T TOT iffta s 
%4T»44 2007 4) 30 2008 

aref& ^ fe(4 41«lft4n1l? 

3 2007 ^ 

30 f^raisn 2008 
areftr 

1 3WpR 2006 ^ W 
^ lA fcTj 

1 ^ 

Tft 4>I fiRrei ^RR 





ga fftamr iWR ifts'S ^ (^) 

TO 135000 7i?t fta !lfft CT X 381 #3Mt^ BTT 

51435000 

51435000 

49275000 

2 

rti'in 

HFT?! Oftl 44 (W) 

6644781 

6644781 

8400367 

3 

uTtT ai'in 

3144 ofil 44 (?o) 

110601 

110601 

139822 

4 

4HRt44 

?tt f^JTrar 44 10 3lft4W fw) 

5143500 

5143500 

5154165 



63333882 

63333882 

62969365 

5 

^1*1 Tl 

•nWi 





Ptteo arefEj fr43 fe?raiimR 4ft RFIiI ^ RT4tT 44 6 UfiRTfl 

3800033 

3096143 

3778161 

6 

4i1? (1+2+3+4+6) 

67133915 

66430025 

66747616 

— 

7 

qi«l(c|'#' ^a^<p 41^ 

2302 

2302 

2782 

8 

24 Rm 9ftr ttCT (w) 4) 

29163 

28851 

23991 

9 

24 24 yfir 4j2T 

ffttift 4lcl (3t03K) ft) 

4\4 (TO ft) 

29200 

826.11 

1958( 

1 660.26 

i 16280 

I I 




TPFH 


2007 ^ 30 
%B*f? 2008 swRr 


1 aWJjR 2008 ^ ^ 
4ft araHi * ftnf 


,tli?T am + ^ (vtH^'rn 6 ^) 


(g;), (7ft3Wt€t gNT ^0^!^T ^) 


667 


806 


(g). qia ^ <ia ^ gHl 4MT 


1636 


qj? 4retft^ qa (2 
I W^R 2007 ^ 30 2008 3141® ^ 


2302 


1976 


2782 


3nfg|R 2009 ^ ^ 44 4ft 

3ra1^ ^ ^n4i _ 

1976x-»806x*0.6x = 


1635x + 667*0.6x = 


1635x + 400x = 


1976x + 484x^ 


66430026 


66747616 


2035 X = 


2460 X > 


66430026 


66747816 


X= ( fft^TFTT^t 4l4 4^ 


WO 


32644 




826.18 


27133 

660.26 


a#t4 q\?T 4^ = 0.6 X fir4?Fn4t qfa ^ 


19586 


16280 









is. ^Wl^'lapT 5^im il ftf>ra'?if5 ^ iR iTTOPff # ftt? ^ 

" 9 . ^ Ti4^q JWR; 


(i). Tj^rthpf ^ aiT^ ^ ^ ^ tjciH 


i 

^ WTO 


(TO^ 

k!!E!E!I 

1. 

>PWT ^ 

^ l, • y, ' — A - 

7.20 

— B, ... t 

0.269 


9 HIHc^ J^ 511 clM ^ ^fTTOcTT 

30 ^ 

B?^ B^ 


ic«»®ff! 


^ ^ ^ vjfj fTf^ 3T5f?ft^ gH ' HN ff* n u | l|9| 

^itm ^ ^ t, ^zmrsff ^ ^ 1^ '?T5ycT 

Tpwt vnwi 

(li). m ^ 1^ ftfff Tinwt^ ^pqi: 


n 






(0- 

30000 TOTT^t ifT^y 

16.36 

0.5738 

(II). 


TO 460647 + TO 12.28 
Bf^ ^onxcTl 30,000 
3TfgT^ 

3ro^ 17214 + 3T0^ 
0.4590 Bf^ ^3|R^ 
30,000 v^l3n?<ft t srfljB) 

(III). 

60001 3TR m9 

TO 829132 + TO 10.75 
bIcT BfteTR^ 60,000 
v^tSTR^t ^ 3T^ 

3T0^ 30984 + 3ro«TO 
0.4016 BfiT v^tSTR^t 
60,000 yflSTRtfr ^ 3TfeB5 


fto^. 


S ^ ^ ^ ^ s^/elWf ^ artfiicT afk TO 

TO ^ Wnf?T^(f) ^ ^ TO ^ ^(TTSff ^ ijgr irfi^ 3jk w 

3Rli<a] tixicin 5f||Rci ftniT TO’ITI 

(iii). ^^ 4 ls*t ^ «n^ ^ ^ ^ W^f(iyu| yvff^ 

1. ^ ^ ^ TO ft^ ^ WFTm% %?jr TOT f, TO*ti7^ ^ m^rgr ^rfSfir t 

5TO, TOTTO TO T7^T%T TO^ff ^ ^ cTTT^ TOT^ ^ ^ 25 Tlf^ ^ t 
TOT FhTI 


^ ^ WTTOtTT ^ WHitRu) TO TOf ^ ^| ^ 

^ 2.2.3 ^ 31^ fenruft 4 # W iTf^*n% TO ^ 5^ TT^ ^ 


2. 
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^ ^ 3T^?TR tl'tjd 


(iv). 


^ ^cf ^<P J4^i el’ll ^ fePJ TPTR^ 

(^'yRt CT ifeT awgr 


3 2007 ^ 30 RidW 2008 

30 Rid*4<, 2008^iK ^ ^ 

aral^f ^ 


--—TjSii- 



tronw 

?Tcni 

(snm ^ 


(aro^ ^ 


825.18 

19586 

560.25 

16280 




——— 


^ ^ ^f utlf CT 

1. 


25.00 


2.6. ^ fcHf 


^ wi ^ i* 1,1. ^ 1.2. 5ft. 

^ Mf^ ^ sr^ Hi'H'f^r^ "^*1 ^' 


tariff authority for major ports 

notificahon 

Mumbai, the 26th December, 2008 


No. TAMP/32/2007^0PT.-ln exercise of the 

-(ji..: :v;conng at the Cochin Port as in the Order appended hereto. 







[<IFTI11—^P>g4]_; 4<^WKm ___17 

S»» Nq. TAMP/32a007-COf^ 

Cochin Port Trust AppHosnt 




,C^' P 

(Passed on this M*' day of Oeodinber 2008) 

This case relates to the proposal received from the Cochin Port Trust (COPT) for 
fixation of vessel related charges and whar^ge for Single Point Mooring (SPM) operatons at the 
Cochin Port. 


2.1. The COPT has mentioned In the proposal that the Kochi Refinery of the Bharat 

Petroleum Corporation Limited (BPCL*KRL) had dedded in 2003 to instil a Single Point Moorir^ 
(SPM) in the COPT. It has, accordingly, entered Into Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) with 
COPT on 11 June 2003. 


2.2. Some of the relevant terms and conditions of the MOU entered between the 

COPT and the BPCL-KRL are highlighted below: 


(i). Unloading of the crude oil from the SPM to tiie refinery through the Shore Tai^ 
Farm (STF) will attract wharfage payable to COPT at the rate of R&25/- (Rupees 
Twenty Five only) per metric tonne of crude oil pumped based on the actual 
receipt quantity at the Refinery tanks as per the prevaiUng wharfa^ asMS«nent 
FMractice in vogue. COPT shall consider a ctownw^ remicNi in the rate of Rs.25/* 
per metric tonne upon the annual throughput tiirough SPM exceeding d.O 

(II). Way leave charges for drawing cross country pipelines from the Shore Tank Farm 
(STF) and running through the Port limits diall be payable every year as per the 
Scale of Rates approved by the Tariff Authority for Major Ports / empowered 
authorities which diall not exceed Rs.7 lakhs per annum. 


(iii) . The pull back operation of the tankers at SPM/V^I be carried out using tugs 

supplied by COPT and the charges for which is payable by the tankers. 

(iv) . Vessel related charges like pilotage fees, port dues, towage and odisr 

miscellaneous charges for handling the tankers at SPM shaH be levied by JSOPT 
. based on the prevailing principle of tariff fixation and as approved by the Tariff 
Authority for Major Ports or su(^ empowered authorities and or reused firom tbne 
to time. 


2.3. The port has submitted that the SPM operations are taking place for the first time 

in its port and hence data for calculation of the rates are gathered based on actual cost, data 
given by the BPCL-KRL and information collected from the other SPM operators In the country. 


2.4. The highlights of the proposal are given below: 

(i). (a). The SPM site at Cochin Port Is situated 19 kms away from the coastline 

where wave action and high swell makes ship handling very difficult. 
Unlike approaching a rigid berthf Inside the harbour, the vessel has to 
approach the SPM, which rotates with the tide, encountering drift and set 
due to wind and current. Aligning of the vessel Is difficult and risky. 

(b). As per the general practice at all the SPMs, two highly skilled and 
experienced pilots are required for berthing/un-berthing because of the 
size of the vessels. Even after berthing, one pilot has to stay on board the 
ship throughout the operations for safety reasons. 
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(c). During the monsoon, the swell rises upto 4 metres when SPM operations 
becomes highly risky. Further, the pilot has to travel a very long distance 
beyond fairway buoy in the open Arabian Sea to the board the vessel in 
open sea which is also highly risky and requires extra skill and 
experience. 

(ii). The existing tugs are not suitable and sufficient to cater to the requirements for 
handling vessels at the SPM. The port has, therefore, hired two tugs of 50 Tons 
Bollard Pull each at Rs. 1,36,000/- per day excluding fuel, lubricating oil and fresh 
water. Accordingly, the port has considered the hire charges of tugs, fuel cost, 
overheads and other related costs are considered for arriving at the proposed tariff 
for pilotage charge and pull back charges for the operations at the SPM. 


(iii) . A total of Rs.12 crores is estimated for installation of Vessel Traffic Management 

System (VTMS) while revising the Scale of Rates of COPT. Of this Rs.4 crores 
i.e. one-third is considered for SPM operations. Accordingly, it has considered 
one-third of total depreciation and interest cost thereon on VTMS while arriving at 
the rate for pilotage fee. 

(iv) . The port has furnished calculation for arriving at the proposed rate for pilotage and 

pull back operation. 

2.5. To summarise, the COPT has sought approval for the following charges for 

operations at the SPM: 


(i). Vessel Related Charges; 


(a). Port Dues for vessels calling at SPM : 


Proposed at the existing tariff level applicable to crude oil tanker: 


No. 

Type of vessel 

Rate per GRT 

Coastal 
(in Rs.) 

Foreign 
(in US$) 

1. 

Crude Oil Tanker 

7.20 

0.269 


Frequency of payment in respect of same 
vessel 

Once in 

30 days 

Every 

entry 


(b). Pilotage fee for vessels handled at SPM : 


Particulars 

Rate per GRT 

Coastal 
(in Rs.) 

Foreign 
(in US$) 

Berthing / Un-berthing - Per GRT 

18 

0.7498 


(c). Pull back Charges : 


Particulars 

Per Tug hour 

Coastal 
(in Rs.) 

Foreign 
(in US $) 

Pull back charges - Per tug hour (rounded 
off) 

41000 

1708.33 


(ii). Wharfage Rate; 

As per mutual agreement between BPCL-KRL and the COPT, the wharfage rate is 
proposed at Rs.25 per ton. 

(The wharfage rate prescribed in the existing SOR for crude oil / POL is Rs.65 
PMT.) 


,:il .\i lUMI.ililim. 
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Subsequently, the COPT has submitted that the vessels berthed at SPM are 
frequently moved to outer anchorage and back due to various reasons and some of them are also 
moved to the berths of COPT for cargo back loading operations. Prior to commissioning of SPM 
such movements of vessels were not taking place in the port and hence no rate was proposed in 
the earlier proposal submitted to TAMP. 


has, therefore, proposed to incorporate the following tariff provisions for the 
various movements of vessels. 


(i) . If a vessel is shifted at SPM, after its initial berthing at SPM, 25% of the SPM 

pilotage may be charged for each shifting. 

(ii) . In case a vessel is moved to Cochin Oil Terminal (COT) or any other berths of the 

port and from there It is sailed out, it should be treated as a fresh entry / exit and 

the pilotage as per the existing Scale of Rates of port will be charged. 

The COPT has also sought permission to levy the proposed shifting charge on 
adhoc basis till fixation of final rates. The COPT has stated that the proposed provisions may be 
approved till the revision of the existing Scale of Rates which is due to expire on 31 March 2009. It 
has agreed to proposed separate rates for these movements of vessels while formulating the 
general revision proposal of the port. 

In accordance with the consultative procedure prescribed, the COPT proposal was 
forwarded to the BPCL-KRL seeking their comments as it is reportedly the only concerned user in 
this case. The comments received from the BPCL-KRL were forwarded to COPT as feedback 
information. The COPT has furnished its remarks on the comments of BPCL-KRL. 

5- While acknowledging the proposal, the COPT was requested to-furnish 

information/clarifications on various points. The COPT has furnished the required, mfprmation. 
Since there was few gaps in the Information furnished, the COPT was requested to furnish 
additional information. The COPT has furnished the additional information. A summary of the 
queries raised by us and the replies furnished by the COPT is tabulated below: 


SI. 

No. 

Queries raised by us 

Reply furnished by COPT 

(I). 

(a). A copy of the agreement entered by 
the COPT for hiring of two tugs of 50 tons 
Bollard Puli may be furnished to 
substantiate estimates of hire charges of 
tugs. 

It had invited tenders for hire of 2 tugs for use at SPM 
project, the lowest rate quoted by the two parties 
were Rs.135000/- and R8.136080/- excluding taxes 
and duties, fuel" charges etc. Subsequently on 
negotiation, both the rates were fixed at Rs.135000 
excluding taxes and duties, fiiel charges etc. 

The port has subsequently forwarded a copy of a 
Letter of Acceptance (LOA) issued by the COPT to 
the concerned contractor dated 7 July 2007 to 
substantiate its claim. Since the proposal was 
formulated in May 2007, the hire charges of tug for 
the purpose of calculations were taken as Rs. 136000 
per day. 

r (b). Since no clause for escalation in hire 
charges of tugs is mentioned in the 
documentary support furnished namely 
Letter of Acceptance to the contractors, 
the port was requested to modify the 
expenditure based on the likely 
expenditure to be incurred. 

Since there is no provision for escalation in the tug 
hire charges during the hire period, no modification is 
required in the proposal. 

(Ii). 

Explain the basis of arriving at the fuei 
consumption of 150 litres per hour per 
tug and iustify the same with the actual 

It has been verbally verified with sources where 
similar tugs are deployed for SPM operations like 
Reliance, Jamnagar etc. and it has been given to 
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consumption of ftjel by similar capacity 
tug deployed at other ports for SPM 
operations. 

understand that the average fuel consumption vanes 
from 120 to 150 litres per hour. Hence, the fuel 
consumption for calculation purpose is taken as 150 
itres per hour. 

(ili). 

(a). Explain the basis of estimating 
overheads at 10% of tug hire charges. 
Also, explain why estimation of overhead 
should be linked to tug hire charges. 
Furnish detailed break up of this cost 
estimate. 

(a). An estimate of 10% overheads on tug hire 
charges are taken to cater to the elements of cost 
such as establishment / supervision / communication 
relating to the contract management. Since the 
elements of cost listed above are directly associated 
with the hire of tugs, it is considered reasonable to 
take the overhead cost as a percentage of tug hire 
charges. 


(b). Prior to the proposed arrangement of 
handling crude through SPM operations, 
the crude of Kochi Refineries Limited was 
being handled at the berth of Cochin port. 
Hence, it may not be unreasonable to 
presume that the general overheads 
towards establishment / supervision, etc. 
would have been factored in the 
estimations last considered in the general 
revision proposal of the port. Justify the 
estimation of overheads in addition to the 
cost factored in the general revision 
proposal and confirm that there is no 
double counting of the same cost 

plAmf>nt 

(b). In the last general tariff revision, only the 
overhead expenditure incurred for the existing 
activities have been considered. Additional overheads 
are considered for the calculation of the proposed 
rates, as SPM is a new facility provided to the user. 

(c). If a separate contract has been 
entered with any of the outsourcing 
agencies to provide services relating to 
establishment / supervision, etc., the 
same may be substantiated with 
documentary support. 

No separate contract has been entered into by the 
port with any of the outsourcing agencies for 
providing any services related to SPM operation. 

(iv). 

Based on the average parcel size and 
discharge rate of vessels indicated in the 
proposal, the tug hours for the pull back 
operations works out to 13 hours for LR1 
vessel, 33 hours for VLCC vessels and 
19 hours for Suez Max vessels. Please 
explain the basis of estimating the tug 
hours involved for pull back operations at 
19 hours for LR1 vessel, 39 hours for 
VLCC vessels and 25 hours for Suez 
Max vessels. 

Discharge rate of 13 hrs, 19 hrs and 33 hrs for LR 1, 
Suez Max & VLCC are based on their pumping rate. 

An additional time of 6 hours each is considered per 
vessel to account of certain activities like Joint 
Survey, Stripping and Disconnection. 

1 

The proposed pilotage charges should be 
in line with the revised tariff guidelines, 
2005. 

The pilotage fee has been arrived at based on the 
estimated cost of working of the tugs and use of two 
pilots instead of only one for normal pilotage. The 
nature of operation warrants rendering of identical 
services to all the vessels Irrespective of the size or 
dimension. Hence, providing concession to higher 
capacity vessels is not considered feasible from the 
financial point of view. 


(Vi). 

(a). Explain the services offered under the 
head 'Vessel T raffic Management 
System’ (VTMS). 

- 

One of the main functions of the vtmo wm oe xo 
conduct surveillance of vessels berthed ^ SPM: The 
operations of the vessels such as berthing/un- 
berthing will be monitored at VTMS control station. 
Therefore, VTMS is a very vital and essential 
requirement for SPM project to guide very large 
tankers handled there. 


III! . ll» (hll4 I'W ' ' 
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(b). Explain the t»«8 of estimating 
depredaticHi ant inlaest cost on 
investment level of Rs.1200 lakhs and 
apportioning one third of the cost to SPM 
operations in light of the fact that no 
capital investment seems to have been 
made by ttie COPT for operations at 
SPM. 


The proposed capital expenditure of Rs.6 
crores towards Vessel Traffic 
Management System (VTMS) estimated 
by the COPT was considaed during the 
last general revision p r o posa l of the port 
for computation of ROCE and 
depreciation. Please clarify whether 
Rs.12 crores proposed in the proposal 
under consideration towards VTMS is in 
addition to what was considered in file 
last tariff revision proposal. 


Additional income likely to accrue at the 
proposed tariff from operations at SPM 
for the next three years may be Indicated 
as against the income likely to accrue at 
prevailing tariff level from such vessels. 


During the year 2005-06, the GRT of the crude oil 
vessels berthed in COPT contributed to 32% of the 
total GRT, accordingly 1/3'“ of the cost of the VTMS 
project is considered for SPM project and the balance 
is estimated to be borne by other development 
projects like LNG and port operations. COPT neither 
tamed the SPM project for the extra services rendered 
for the SPM operatkms nor has it considered any 
Return on Investment made towards the installation of 
VTMS so as to make SPM project more competitive 
financially. 


The total capital expenditure proposed for the 
installation of tee VTMS is Rs.12 crores, out of which 
Rs.6 crores have already been considered in the 
general tariff revisfon proposal. Only Rs.4 crores (i.e. 
one teird of Rs.12 crores) has been considered for 
SPM operations. ' 


It has furnished the statement showing additional 
income likely to be generated from pilotage / pull back 
charges for tee SPM operations which Is summarised 
below; 

Rs. in crores 


—LU..! I VmillT.i gillMlBETrTT . " ; ’ . ' ! '' . -! . ' ? M- ' ril.M fl 



BPCL-KRL, vide Its letter dated 11 January 2008 has Informed that the 
operrtions at SPM commenced from 3 December 2007. As the final rate has not been approved 
by this Authority it has stated that tee COPT is levying the rate at the proposed tariff level without 
any discussion with them. 

^ . A joint hearing in this case was held on 30 September 2008 at Delhi. At the joint 

hearing, the COPT explained tee salient points of the proposal. The BPCL-KRL made a power 
point presentation of its submissions. At the joint hearing, the COPT and the BPCL-KRL have 
made their submissions. 

At the joint hearing, the COPT was advised to file an updated proposal based on 
the actual working (bote physical and financial) for the period from December 2007 to September 
2008 by 8 October 2008 and simultaneously forward the updated proposal to the BPCL-KRL for 
their comments! 


As decided in the joint hearing, the COPT has vide its letter dated 13 October 
2008 filed a revised proposal along with detailed cost workings. The main submissions made by 
the COPT and the modification done by the COPT in the revised proposal are as follcwvs:- 

(I). The rates for SPM operations has been reworked based on the actual 
performance from date on commencement of operations i.e. 3 December 2007 to 
30 September 2008. 

(ii). Even though the SPM operation was commissioned only from 3 December 2007, 
the two tugs hired exclusively for SPM operation were positioned on 
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15 September 2007 based on the discussions with M/s.BPCL-KRL. Hence for the 
workings, the hire charges have been taken from 15 September 2007 itself. 

A 6% profit margin on the total cost has been considered for arriving at the revised 
rates. 


(iv) . Depreciation and interest computed on the VTMS cost was allocated to the SPM 

in the initial proposal while arriving at the rate for pilotage fee. This has been 
excluded in the revised calculation. 

(v) . Tug charge for pull back operations is proposed at Rs.29200 per tug hour after 

rounding off Rs.29163 per tug hour for convenience of calculation (as against US 
$ 1708.33 for foreign and Rs.41000 for coastal proposed earlier). 

(vi) . The proposal for the levy of charge for additional movements of vessels calling at 

SPM submitted has also been incorporated in the revised proposal. 

(vii) * The port has now proposed to charge the pilotage fees as per the existing Scale 

of Rates approved by TAMP. It has reiterated that pilotage for SPM operations is 
a specialised activity unlike normal handling of vessels with in the inner harbour. 
In this case, the port is providing 2 pilots and 2 tugs for each operation. Since 
there is specific clauses in MOU for compensating M/s.BPCL-KRL for not 
positioning the tugs for handling vessels at SPM, the risk taken by the Port for 
ensuring this service is tremendous and not easy to put into monetary terms. 
However in view of the difficulty in putting the unforeseen perils / risks in this 
activity into monetary terms, the port proposes to levy the pilotage fees as per rate 
prescribed in existing Scale of Rates. 

(viii). The Wharfage rate of Rs.25 per tonne (as per the MOU entered into between 
COPT & KRL) and the Port Dues per GRT (as per the existing Scale of Rates) has 
already been agreed by M/s.BPCL-KRL during the joint hearing held on 30 
September 2008. 

(ix) The SPM operation is a new activity for both COPT and M/s.BPCL-KRL and the 
fixation of rates are largely dependent on parameters like no. of vessels, type of 
vessels, GRT of the vessels etc. Considering the uncertainty of the decision 
parameters, it is requested that TAMP may consider COPTs revised proposal for 
approval effective from 1 November 2008. 

9 2. To summarise, the rates proposed by the COPT in the revised proposal are as 

under: 


A Vessel Related Charges: 

(i). Port Dues for vessels calling at SPM : 


No. 

Type of vessel 

Rate per GRT 

Coastal (Rs.) 

Foreign (US $) 

1 

Crude Oil Tanker 

7.20 

0.269 


Frequency of payment in 
respect of same vessel 

Once in 30 
days 

Every Entry 


As per the existing Scale of Rates of Cochin Port Trust. 


(ii). Pilotage Fee for vessels handled at SPM : 


No. 

Size of vessel 

Rate per GRT 

Coastal (Rs.) 

Foreign (US $) 

(i). 

Upto 30000 GRT 

15.35 

0.5738 

(ilk- 

30001 to 60000 GRT 

Rs.460647 + 

US $ 17214 + US $ 


I 

















R8.12.28 per GRT 
over 30.000 GRT 

(lii). 

60001 and above 

RS.829132 + 

Rs. 10.75 per GRT 
over 60.000 GRT 


0.4590 per GRT 
over 30.000 GRT 
US $ 30984 + US$ 
0.4016 per GRT 
over 60.000 GRT 


As per the existing Scale of Rates of Cochin Port Trust. 

Rates for the additional mov ements of vessels i j iaitina at SPM r 

shifted at SPM, after Its initial berthing at SPM, 25% of 
- the SPM pilotage shall b e charged for each shiftina. 

2 In ^ me vessel is moved to COT or any othw berth of the Port 
and from there it is sailed out, it should be treated as a fresh entry / 
e)d and the Pilotage as per the existing TAMP approved Scale of 
Rates shall be charged. 


No. 

Particulars 

Rs. 

1. 

Tug Charges - Per tug hour or part thereof 

29200 


B. Cargo Related Charges: 


No. 

Particulars 

Rs. 

1. 

Wharfage - per tonne 

25.00 


BPri kRi hoc proposal filed by the COPT was forwarded to the^BPCL-KRL as 

prowsal The S>®cf°KR? ^ forwarded foil text of their revised 

1 ® fomished its comments on the revised proposal of COPT The 

COPT has also fumrshed its views on the comments of BPCL-KRL. 

, .K P'’°^'"8S felaing to consultation in this case are available on reconls at 
^ exoeipt of the comments received and arguments made by the 

tte case, the (biSg'Wra “^m^e*?'*^ information collected during the processing of 

fixation of tariff for operations at the Single Point Mooring 
^PM) cornmissioned by the Bharat Petroleum Corporation Limited - Kochi 

Cochin Port Trust as per the Memorandum of 
Understanding (MOU) signed between both the parties in June 2003 The 
operations have reportedly commenced on 3 December 2007. By and large the 
new facility mainly caters to handling of crude oil which was earlier unloaded at 
the oil jetties and also facilitates additional volumes and large size ships The 
investment on SPM is reportedly made by BPCL-KRL while vessel operations are 
continued to be arranged by COPT. ; ^ 

(ii). The inibal pr^sal filed by the COPT in May 2007 relied upon estimation and 
information obtained by the port for operation elsewhere. Subsequently on our 

® revised proposal based on actual operations at SPM 
I ""P*® September 2008. Based on the observations of 

bRCL-KRL, the effect of the investment made by the COPT on Vessel Traffic 
Management System which was allocated to this activity in the ihitial proposal, has 
been deleted in the revised calculation. The revised proposal filed by the COPT is 





considered while fixing the rates for SPM operations by the BPCL-KRL at the 
Cochin Port Trust. 


The four main tariff items proposed by the COPT for SPM operations are (a). Port 
Dues. (b). Pilotage charge, (c). Tug charge for pull back operations and (d). 
Wharfage rate. 

The COPT has proposed to levy the existing port dues prescribed In its Scale of 
Rates for vessels arriving at the SPM also. The BPCL-KRL has argued that the 
port dues applicable at the port cannot be applied for SPM since it is 19.5 kms. 
away from shore and normal cost element applicable to port location are not valid 
for SPM location. Referring to the differential rate prescribed in the Kandia Port 
Trust for SPM operations at Vadinar, it has requested to review and revise the port 
dues proposed by COPT for its operations at Cochin Port. 


Historically, differential rates are prescribed for SPM operations at Vadinar and for 
port operations at the Kandia Port Trust perhaps recognising the separate 
channels and locations of operations at Vadinar and Kandia. At the Kolkata Port 
Trust same rate of port dues is levied for operations at Haldia and Kolkata. 
Likewise, the same rate of port dues is applicable at Mumbai Port Trust for 
operations at its Docks and the Jawahardeep where marine oil terminal is located. 


The COPT has clarified that port dues have been fixed based on cost incurred for 
providing various services like marine survey, port conservancy, po^ution con^(^ 
harbour patrol as a safety & security measure, fire fighting, etc. The benefit of 
these services are reportedly enjoyed by SPM also. Further, the stated 

that surveillance and other safety measures are more applicable to SPM, sinw it 
is located at a remote place very near to the outer boundary of the Port lirnit. Most 
importantly, the financial model considered for COPT at the last general 'r®vision 
will be affected if reduced port dues are prescribed for crude oil vessels, as the 
financial model considers handling of crude at the oil jetty. 


In view of the clarification furnished by the COPT and also recognising foat |»rt 
dues is a fee for entry of a vessel, it is not found necessary to prescribe di^rential 
port dues for vessels arriving at the SPM and at the berths of the port. That being 
so, the proposal of the port to levy port dues prescribed in the existing Scale of. 
Rates of the COPT is accepted. 


Two tugs are hired by the COPT exclusively for the derations at SPM These 
tugs are being utilised both for pilotage and pull back operations. In the initial 
proposal, pilotage fee for vessels to be handled at SPM was proposed by the 
COPT based on estimated cost of working of the tugs. Subsequently, in the 
revised proposal the pilotage fee is proposed to be levied at the rate prescribed in 
the existing Scale of Rates of the Cochin Port Trust. The pilotage fee 
in the existing Scale of Rates of COPT for the first slab i.e. vessels upto 30.0W 
GRT is US $ 0.5738. For the subsequent slabs, sliding rates are prescnbed wim 
increased size of the vessel, which is in line with the Tariff Guidelines of 2005. 
The pilotage fee proposed by the COPT in the revised proposal is lower than the 
rates proposed in the initial proposal. 

The BPCL-KRL has submitted that the pilotage charge for SPM may be calculated 
based on vessel data and actual expense by the port during the first ten months. 
The BPCL-KRL has furnished a calculation considering estimated revenue at the 
pilotage fee as proposed by the COPT as against the total expense of Rs.5.48 
crores per tug. The calculation furnished by the BPCL-KRL is deficient since it 
does not take into consideration cost of providing required number of pilots and 
other components involved in pilotage services. 

It has to be recognised that tugs taken on hire by the COPT exclusively ^ SPM 
operations are high powered tugs as reported by the COPT as compared to the 


i.h.i) lti|.|l4l«liH||'l' 
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(VP). 


(vil). 
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Snn pitotage operations. Further, the 

Ha ^ prescribed in the Scale of Rates would be based on 

depreciated value of the existing tugs of COPT. The operadon of tugs for SPM 
reportedly require highly skHled and experienced pitots for berthing and 
Of the si» of Ihe^ and 

rss s5.".'s.’ar"" “ -X’s.'ss: 

wrT™ innZli"''i®*' “'"“"'y ‘'“»"‘i*yi"9 'he cost and risk in the 

Si r?! ^ monetary terms has requested to approve the pilotage fee as oer 

the rate prescribed rn the existing Scale of Rates for SPM operations. ^ 

for*^SPM*???L?^ availability of various cost elements involved In pilotage servicae 
or SPM operations, it may not be possible to fix the pilotage fee for SM 
operations based on the cost involved for offering the services H^ce f^^ 
time being the proposal of the port to continue with the levy of existing pilotage fee 

f ^ondZ that 5;; 

th^liinSn analysed proposal based on the actual cost incurred for offeciin 
to Mar?h general revision proposal which Is due for rev^ 

1 n suggestion made by the BPCL-KRL about the utilisato^ 

g p y for other purposes of the port when they are not in use for SPW 
operations may also be considered by the port. 

Wtrarfage rate Is proposed at Rs.25 per metric tonne based on Memorandum of 

BPn'!S!I h ® BPCL-KRL and COPT on 11 June 2a^he 

in on the wharfage rate proposed by the COPT as agreed 

Mou A fh'"?? '® parties as p^ 

MOU. this Authority is inclined to approve the wharfage rate as proposed by the 

rate Of^s !^® consider downward revision in the wharfege 

P^ metric tonne when the throughput through the SPM exceeds 9 

abide by the terms of the MOU. iw 

The jwe charge for tug for pull back operation is proposed at Rs 29 2Q0/- oer tuo 
per hour or part thereof. The BPCL-KRL has agreed in g^eral wST SS 
imputation furnished by the COPT except for one Item i.e. hire charge of the tug. 


(a). 


(b). 


(c). 


mentioned earlier, the COPT has hired two tugs of 50 tonnes 
bollard pull The hire charge of a tug considered at Rs. 1,35,000/- per day 
(excluding fuel, lubricating oil and fresh wafer) is supported by the Letter 
of Acceptance issued by the COPT in July 2007. ^ 

The COPT has reportedly positioned the tug for SPM operations on 15 
^ptember 2007. The BPCL-KRL commenced the operations at SPM 
from 3 December 2007. 

While arriving at the proposed hire charge of a tug, the COPT has 
considered hire charge of tug @ Rs.1,35.000/- per day for 381 days I.e. 
from *be date of the port positioning the tug 15 September 2007 upto 30 
September 2008. The BPCL-KRL has argued that the SPM operations 
cornironc^ only on 3 December 2007 and hence it has recalculated after 
*^® charge of tug for 302 days i.e. from 3 December 2007 
to 30 September 2008. The COPT has stated that its claim to recover hire 
charge of the tug for the period from 15 September 2007 to 2 December 
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2008 is justified as the BPCL-KRL has not responded to its demand to 
pay tug hire charge for the said period when it had not commenced the 
operations at the SPM. 

Since the port had exclusively taken the tugs on hire for SPM operation 
and positioned it on 15 September based on the terms of the MOU and 
indications given by the BPCL-KRL, the port is justified in its claim to 
recover the tug hire charge for the said period. The COPT cannot be 
made to bear the cost of idling of the tugs. At the same time, fixing the 
hire charge of tug for pull back operations based on the method followed 
by the COPT will perpetuate the cost* of idling of tugs in the tariff. That 
being so, two set of rates - one for the period from 15 September 2007 to 
30 September 2008 which will recognise the tug hire charge for the period 
from 15 September 2007 to 2 December 2007 and - second for the period 
from 1 October 2008 onwards is prescribed.' 

The tariff guidelines of 2005. require the expenditure to be estimated 
recognising annual escalation in the cost with reference to the current 
movement of Whole Sale Price Index (WPI) announced by the 
Government of India and adjust it for traffic fluctuation. The annu^ 
escalation factor adopted by this Authority for the dealing with the tariff 
cases in 2008-09 is 4.6% based on the WPI reported by the Government 
of India for the year 2007-08. The documents furnished by the COPT 
show that the contract for hire of two tugs is for period of five y^rs from 
2007 and the rate of Rs. 135000 per tug per day is not subject to any 
variation on any account during the contract period. Hence, no annual 
escalation is considered in the hire charge of tug. 

Average actual cost of fuel and water reported by the COPT for the period 
December 2007 to 30 September 2008 is escalated at the stated level of 
4.6% white arriving at the hire charge of tug for the period after October 

2008. 

10% of the other hire charges has been estimated as overhead cost. 
When asked to confirm whether the general overheads considered in the 
last general revision of the port, do not take care of the overhead co^ 
the Lrvices offered at SPM, the COPT has clarified that the overhead 
estimation is towards establishment, supervision, communication and 
other cost elements relating to the contract management. Since these 
cost elements are directly associated with the hire of tug the port has 
estimated the overhead cost as a percentage of 

on the clarification furnished by the COPT, the overhead cost estimated 
by the port is accepted subject to applying annual escalation in the cost 
for the period from 1 October 2008 in line with the tariff guidelines of 2005. 

In the usual cost plus approach. 16% return on investment is allowed 
while fixing the tariff of Major Ports / Private Terminals. In the instan 
case, since the tugs deployed by the COPT are on hire basis is not 
entitled for return on investment. The COPT has 
total cost as margin while arriving at the proposed tariff. The BPCL-KKL 
has accepted this approach followed by the COPT. The same 
is considered while arriving at the hire charge of tug. The cost of hire 
charge of tug and corresponding overhead for the idling period of tug is, 
however, excluded while computing the margin on the total cost in our 
calculation. 

The actual pull back hours reported by the COPT for the period from 3 
December 2007 to 30 September 2008 is 2302 hours. 
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(h). 


Subject to me above discussion, hire charge of tug for pull back operation 
for the period from 1 October 2008 is calculated based on the actual tuq 
hours reported upto 30 September 2008 which is prorated for full year. 

(viii). Subje^ to the above modifications, the total cost plus margin for operating a tug 
back operation for the period from 15 September 2007 to 30 September 
2008 works out to Rs.664.30 lakhs. For the subsequent period of one year the 
total cost plus profit works out to Rs.667.47 lakhs. ’ 

(IX). As per Clause 6.1.2. of the tariff guidelines of 2005, concessional tariff is to be 
prescnbed for coastal vessels not exceeding 60% of the rate prescribed for the 
foreign-going vessel in the vessel related charges. The COPT in its proposal has 
not '^3'"*3'ried the rate differential between foreign-going and coastal vessel in 
hne with me 2005 tariff guidelines. The actual vessels handled at SPM reported 
by ^be COPT show that the CRT of coastal vessel is 28.5% and foreign-going 
vesse IS 71.5 /o. Since the hire charge of tug is fixed for tug hour deployed by the 
vessel, the actual pull back hours for coastal vessel and foreign-going vessel may 
be |J]°re reliant. Of the total tug hours of 2302 for pull back operation reported 
by the COPT, the tug hours deployed for coastal vessel is 667 (28.9%) and for 
foreign-going vessel at 1635 (711%). Thus, the hire charge of tug is arrived at by 
spreading the total cost to be recovered by the port based on the tug hours 
alloyed for coastal and foreign-going vessel and also bearing in mind me rate 
differential of 40 ^ to be maintained between mese two categories of vessels. 

(x). The COPT has not proposed dollar denominated tariff for foreign-going vessel 
Clause 6.1.1. of the tariff guidelines of the 2005 stipulate that all the vessel related 
charges for foreign-going vessel need to be prescribed in dollar term. The tug hire 
cha^e for foreign-going vessel is prescribed in dollar terms in line with me 2005 
foriff guidelines. For mis purpose the exchange rate prevailing at the time of 
December 2007 i.e. 1 US $ = Rs.39.56 is considered for arriving at the rate for the 
period upto 30 September 2008. For the period thereafter, the exchange rate 
prevailing in October 2008 i.e. 1 US $ = Rs.48.43 is considered. 

The revised calculation sheet is attached as Annex-1. 

(xl). As per the revised calculation, the hire charge of tug for pull back operation is as 
follows: 


(xii). 


For the period from 3 December 
2007 upto 30 September 2008 

For the period aftorSO September 
2008 

Foreign-going 
(in US $) 

Coastal 
(in Rs.) ' 

Foreign-going 
(in US $) 

Coastal 
(in Rs.) 

825.18 

19586 

560,25 

16280 


Shifting charge at 25% of the pilotage fee applicable for SPM operations is 
proposed in case a vessel is shifted at SPM after its initial berthing at the SPM 
The BPCL-KRL has no objection if the port collects proposed shifting charges for 
each additional berthing at SPM, if me shifting is on account of operational 
requirement of BPCL-KRL, as is prevailing in other major ports where similar 
facilities are available. However, if the shifting is necessitated by the force majeure 
conditions iike unfavourable weather, etc., the BPCL-KRL opines that port should 
not charge any such shifting charge. 


Clause 6.4. of 2005 tariff guidelines stipulates that only shifting of vessel at 
request of the user will attract shifting charge. Hence, the proposal of the port to 
levy shifting charge is accepted. The COPT is advised to prescribe the shifting 
charge based on the cost of the services provided atleast at the next revision of 
this tariff item. 
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srsx'sroTs™"— 

rJL^ ssrrsis 

of rates for SPM operations. 

Sr£sHS;r£i^“3SS^ 

IpC^-KRL has L objected to the proposed condftion, the condrtion proposed by 
the COPT is accepted. 

“ted in an; n'Le for using the facility at the SPM, it has to obtain pnor approval 
of this Authority. 

STihe' SPM'ai Se of the geSe^al revision of ttre Scale of Rates of the 
port which is due on 31 March 2009. 

*;ates a. approved^ --eS'C" T^e ^ 

rs?r:i:roltdT?PM"^ be reviewed alongwith the general revision of the 
Scale of Rates of the COPT 

,n the result, and for the reasons given ^ 

Of rnind, this Authority approves the rates for SP P^^ 2 5.-Schedule of Rates for SPM 

“sri‘;‘cJS.-ss«'Scr.s^^-« 


(xvi). 


BRAHM DUTT, Chairman 
[ADVT III/4/143/2008-E)cty.] 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part II I— Sec. 4] 


ANNEX4I 

Insert the following Schedule under Chapter 11 - V e ssel Related Charges of the existing 
Scale of Rates of the Cochin Port Trust 


2.5. Schedule of Rates for operations at Single Point Mooring at Cochin Port Trust 


A Vessel Related Charges; 

(i). Port Dues for vessels calling at SPM: 


No. 

Type of vessel 

Rate per GRT 

Coastal (Rs.) 

Foreign (US $) 

1 

Crude Oil Tanker 

7.20 

0.269 


Frequency of payment in respect of 
same vessel 

Once in 30 
days 

Every Entry 


Note: 

For oil tankers with segregated ballast, the reduced gross tonnage that is 
indicated in the ‘'Remarks” column of its International Tonnage Certificate will be 
taken to be its gross tonnage for the purpose of levying Port Dues. 


Pilotage Fee for vessels handled at SPM; 



- T 

- ■■ rioT ~\ 

No. 

Size of vessel 

Coastal (Rs.) 

Foreiqn (US $) 

"7h 

Upto 30000 GRT 

".T5,35 

0.5738 

Vh 

(ii). 

30001 to 60000 GRT 

Rs. 460647 + Rs.12,28 
per GRT over 30.000 
GRT 

US $ 17214+ US $ 
0.4590 per GRT over 
30.000 GRT 

(iii). 

60001 and above 

Rs. 829132 + Rs.10.75 
per GRT over 60,000 
GRT 

US $ 30984 + US$ 
0.4016 per GRT over 
60,000 GRT 


(Hi). 


ote: 

ilotage fee is a composite fee and shall include one inward and o"® 
lOveLnt with services of port's pilot, with required number of tugs / launches of 
dequate capacity and shifting(s) of vessels for 'port convenience. 


Shifting charges for movement of vessels calling at SPM. 


1 . 


2 . 


3. 


If a vessel is shifted at SPM, after its initial berthing at SPM, shifting 
charges @ 25% of the pilotage fee applicable for SPM operations shall be 

levied. 


lo shifting charge shall be levied for shifting of a vessel for port 
onvenience. Port convenience as defined in Note 4 under Schedule 
.2.3 of the Scale of Rates of the COPT shall be applicable for this 

urpose. 


In case the vessel is moved to Cochin Oil Terminal (COT) or any other 
berth of the Port and from there it sails out, it should be treated as a fresh 
entry / exit and the Pilotage as per the existing Scale of Rates of the 
COPT shall be charged. 


. I l(|lti|4li .iln, I IWI fIf-1 Hi*!'Mil *«*»•*♦ l‘ >♦ ’t I- 
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(iv). Tug Charges for pull back operation at SPM: 


(Rate per tu g per h our or part thero of) 


For the period from 3 December 2007 
upto 30 September 2008 

For the period after 30 September 2008 

Foreign-going 

Coastal 

Foreign-qoinq 

Coastal 

(in US $) 

(in Rs.) 

(in US $) 

(in Rs.) 

825.18 

19586 

560.25 

16280 


B. Cargo Related Charges: 


No. 

Particulars 

Rate in Rs. per tonne 

1. 

Wharfage 

25.00 


C. General Note to Schedule 2.5.: 

Definitions, General Terms and Conditions prescribed in Schedule 1.1. and 1,2. 
respectively and any other relevant conditions prescribed in the Scale of Rates of the 
Cochin Port Trust shall be applicable. 


***** 
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